IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF IOWA

EASTERN DIVISION
MIDWEST DIRECT LOGISTICS, INC.
Plaintiff, No. 15-CV-2013-LRR
VS. VERDICT FORM
TWIN CITY TANNING WATERLOO,
L,
Defendant.

Question 1: On Plaintiff Midwest Direct Logistics, Inc.’s breach of an express contract
claim, as submitted in Instruction Nos. 14 & 18, we find in favor of:
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Plaintiff Midwest Direct Logistics, Inc. or Defendant Twin City Tanning Waterloo, LLC

NOTE: If you answered Question 1 in favor of Midwest, do not answer
Question 2 and proceed directly to answer Question 3. If you
answered Question 1 in favor of Twin City Tanning Waterloo,
proceed to answer Question 2.

Question 2: On Plaintiff Midwest Direct Logistics, Inc.’s breach of an implied-in-fact
contract claim, as submitted in Instruction No. 21, we find in favor of:
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Plaintiff Midwest Direct Logistics, Inc. or Defendant Twin City Tanning Waterloo, LLC

NOTE: If you answered Question 1 or Question 2 in favor of Midwest,
proceed to answer Question 3. If you answered Question 1
and Question 2 in favor of Twin City Tanning Waterloo, do
not answer any further questions but merely sign and date this
verdict form on the space provided.
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Question 3: We find Midwest Direct Logistics, Inc.’s damages to be:

Answer: $

(stating the amount or, if none, write the word “none”)
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